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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . The 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2 6th paragraph is not a rejection but an analysis using the 3- 
prong test. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 01/04/201 1 with respect to claims 1 , 2, 6 and 10 have 
been fully considered but are not persuasive. 

In re page 10, applicants argue that none of the cited references (Urn et al, Ito 
et al, St. Pierre and Anderson et al) discloses the newly cited feature that the decoding 
means is configured to decode the still image file including the still image data to output 
the decoded still image file to the video signal output means, and wherein the decoding 
means does not decode the still image file during the second determination means 
analyzing the header of the still image file to determine whether or not the still image file 
is the still image file that is compressed in the decodable format. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. St. Pierre discloses being 
able to decode and display a still image if the attached devices supports the image type 
(see column 7, lines 1 - 5."... If a format is requested by the remote control device 4 
that the network attached device 10 cannot satisfy (i.e. a request to a network attached 
device to send an image graphic when the network attached device supports only text 
messages, or a request for a JPEG type image when the network attached device 
supports only GIF images), an error message is returned to the remote control device, 
and the remote control device subsequently requests another format that both devices 
can utilize "). 
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St. Pierre also discloses to determine whether or not the still image file is the still 
image file that is compressed in the decodable format (see column 7, lines 1 - 5."... If a 
format is requested by the remote control device 4 that the network attached device 1 0 
cannot satisfy (i.e. a request to a network attached device to send an image graphic 
when the network attached device supports only text messages, or a request for a 
JPEG type image when the network attached device supports only GIF images), an 
error message is returned to the remote control device, and the remote control device 
subsequently requests another format that both devices can utilize "). 

The only portion of the newly cited feature that St. Pierre does not disclose is 
analyzing the header. 

Ito clearly discloses a header analysis unit (621 ) (see fig. 1 5 and column 1 7, 
lines 46 — 51 In the picture conversion means 605 shown in FIG. 1 5, the picture 
information analyzing means 621 analyzes the header portion of a received file and 
extracts expansion parameters (XY picture element number, quantizing table, Huffman 
table, etc.) necessary for JPEG demodulation and other information necessary ...."). 

35 USC §112 6th paragraph 

Claims 1 - 3 and 5 invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph because it passes the 3- 
prong test and therefore shall be construed to cover the corresponding structure 
described in the specification and equivalents thereof. 

"Reading means for" is considered to read on reading part (3), "decoding means 
for" is considered to read on first decoding part (5), "video signal output means for" is 
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considered to read on reproduction part (8), 
read on reading part (3). 
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"reading stop means for" is considered to 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 - 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Urn et al (US 2003/01 1 8327 A1 ) in view of Ito et al (US 6,937,356 B1 ), St. Pierre (US 
6,853,841 B1) and Anderson et al (US 5,349,348). 

As to claim 10, Urn discloses an optical disk reproducing apparatus comprising: 
a reading unit (fig. 2, 38) that reads image data recorded on an optical disk (see 

[38], [39] and fig. 2. " the controller 19 controls the DVR decoding DSP 38 and the 

parser 37 to reproduce that dubbed audio file as well."- [040]); 

a first decoding unit (fig. 2, 34, 35) that decodes moving image data (see [38]. 

The above paragraph discloses a movie audio decoder as well as a movie video 

decoder); 

a second decoding unit (fig. 2, 32, 33) that decodes still image file including still 
image data (see [39]. The above paragraph discloses a still video decoder as well as a 
still audio decoder); 
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a switching unit (fig. 2, 37) that receives the image data from the reading unit, 
outputs the image data to the first decoding unit when the image data is the moving 
data, and outputs the image data to the second decoding unit when the image data is 
the still image data (see [38], [39] and fig. 2. Fig. 2 shows the parser sending the still 
picture and the movie to two separate decoders.); 

a video signal output unit (fig. 2, 30, 31) that is connected to the first decoding 
unit and the second decoding unit and outputs a reproduction video signal of the image 
data decoded by the first decoding unit or by the second decoding unit (see [38], [39] 

and fig. 2. "The output switching units 30 and 31 select signals from the movie 

video 34 and the movie audio decoder 35 to output"- [038]); 

Urn also discloses a controller (19) but does not disclose 

a header analysis unit that is disposed between the switching unit and the 
second decoding unit and analyzes a header of the still image file; 

a control unit that determines whether or not an extension of the still image file is 
a predetermined extension; wherein when the control unit determines that extension of 
the still image file is the predetermined extension, the header analysis unit analyzes the 
header of the still image file and determines whether or not the still image file is a still 
image file that is decodable; and 

reading of the still image file by the reading unit is stopped when the header 
analysis unit determines that the still image file is a still image file that is not decodable. 
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Ito discloses a header analysis unit (fig. 15, 621) that analyzes a header of the 
still image file (see column 1 6, lines 15-18, column 1 7, lines 3-7 and column 1 7, 
lines 46 - 51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added the header analysis unit taught by Ito to the 
apparatus of Urn so that pictures can be processed even during a print, display, 
transmission or viewing of the pictures (see column 5, lines 43 - 50). 

Urn in view of Ito does not disclose a control unit that determines whether or not 
an extension of the still image file is a predetermined extension; wherein when the 
control unit determines that extension of the still image file is the predetermined 
extension, the header analysis unit analyzes the header of the still image file and 
determines whether or not the still image file is a still image file that is decodable; and 

reading of the still image file by the reading unit is stopped when the header 
analysis unit determines that the still image file is a still image file that is not decodable. 

St. Pierre discloses determining whether or not the still image file is a still image 
file that is decodable (see column 6, line 64 - column 7, line 1 3. The above cited 
column discloses not being able to decode a requested format when the device 
supports a different format). 

St. Pierre discloses being able to decode and display a still image if the attached 
devices supports the image type (see column 7, lines 1 - 5."... If a format is requested 
by the remote control device 4 that the network attached device 10 cannot satisfy (i.e. a 
request to a network attached device to send an image graphic when the network 
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attached device supports only text messages, or a request for a JPEG type image when 
the network attached device supports only GIF images), an error message is returned to 
the remote control device, and the remote control device subsequently requests another 
format that both devices can utilize "). 

St. Pierre also discloses to determine whether or not the still image file is the still 
image file that is compressed in the decodable format (see column 7, lines 1 - 5."... If a 
format is requested by the remote control device 4 that the network attached device 1 0 
cannot satisfy (i.e. a request to a network attached device to send an image graphic 
when the network attached device supports only text messages, or a request for a 
JPEG type image when the network attached device supports only GIF images), an 
error message is returned to the remote control device, and the remote control device 
subsequently requests another format that both devices can utilize "). 

St. Pierre discloses reading of the still image file by the reading unit is stopped 
when the header analysis unit determines that the still image file is a still image file that 
is not decodable (see column 6, line 64 - column 7, line 1 3. The above cited column 
discloses sending out an error message (not decodable) when the network attached 
device cannot decode the requested image because the device does not support the 
format of the requested image.). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added the determining step of St. Pierre to the apparatus of 
Urn in view of Ito to provide a system that is capable of being able to decode still 
pictures only of the format of the attached device. 
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Um in view of Ito and St. Pierre does not disclose wherein the second 
determination means is configured to determine that the still image file is the still image 
file that is compressed in the decodable format to the body, when a marker indicating 
that the still image file is a file of a progressive JPEG format is not present in a range 
from a marker indicating an image start to a marker indicating a scan start with of the 
inputted header, and in a case that a code indicating the JPEG format is not present. 

Anderson discloses wherein the second determination means is configured to 
determine that the still image file is the still image file that is compressed in the 
decodable format to the body, when a marker indicating that the still image file is a file 
of a progressive JPEG format is not present in a range from a marker indicating an 
image start (SOI (start-of-image)) (see column 4, lines 3 - 4) to a marker indicating a 
scan start (SOS (start of scan)) (see column 4, lines 32 - 33) with of the inputted header 
(see column 1 , lines 55 - 59), and in a case that a code indicating the JPEG format is 
not present (column 4, lines 51 - 53 discloses that if no valid marker is found where one 
was expected, the system stops processing the input data stream). Column 4, lines 54 - 
61 also discloses that the parser interprets the information in the SOS marker segment 
to determine the precise operation to be performed e.g. PROGRESSIVE coding and 
calls the encoder/decoder subsystem, providing it with the information extracted from 
the various marker segments that have been interpreted. Column 5, lines 10 - 15 also 
discloses progressive JPEG. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added the function of analyzing the markers in the still 
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image file as taught by Anderson to the apparatus of Urn in view of Ito and St. Pierre to 
arrive at an apparatus that is capable of analyzing the header of a still image file and 
able to determine the precise operation to be performed depending on what is detected 
in the SOS marker segment (see column 4, lines 54 - 61). 

As to claim 2 grounds for rejecting claim 10 apply to claim 2 in its entirety. 

As to claim 1, this claim differs from claim 2 only in that the limitation "wherein 
the video signal output means outputs a predetermined video signal when the 
determination means determines that the still image file is the still image file that is not 
decodable in the body" is additionally recited. 

St. Pierre discloses wherein the video signal output means outputs a 
predetermined video signal when the determination means determines that the still 
image file is the still image file that is not decodable in the body (see column 7, line 3. 
The above column discloses an error message if not decodable). 

As to claim 6, grounds for rejecting claim 2 apply to claim 6 in its entirety. 

As to claim 3, Urn in view of Ito and St. Pierre disclose the optical disk 
reproducing apparatus as claimed in claim 2. 

St. Pierre discloses the video signal output means outputs a predetermined video 
signal when the determination means determines that the still image file is the still 
image file that is not decodable in the body (see column 7, line 3. The above column 
discloses an error message if not decodable). 

As to claim 4, Urn in view of Ito and St. Pierre discloses the optical disk 
reproducing apparatus as claimed in claim 2. Ito discloses wherein the predetermined 
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extension is JPG (see column 1 7, lines 3-7 and column 21 , lines 38 - 42). See 
motivation statement above. 

As to claim 5, Urn in view of Ito and St. Pierre discloses the optical disk 
reproducing apparatus as claimed in claim 2. Urn discloses wherein the decoding 
means has a function of decoding moving image data compressed in MPEG2 (see 
[47]). 

As to claim 7, grounds for rejecting claim 3 apply to claim 7 in its entirety. 
As to claim 8, grounds for rejecting claim 4 apply to claim 8 in its entirety. 
As to claim 9, grounds for rejecting claim 5 apply to claim 9 in its entirety. 
As to claim 11, grounds for rejecting claim 3 apply to claim 1 1 in its entirety. 
As to claim 12, grounds for rejecting claim 4 apply to claim 12 in its entirety. 
As to claim 13, grounds for rejecting claim 5 apply to claim 13 in its entirety. 
Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLUWASEUN A. ADEGEYE whose telephone number 
is (571 )270-1 71 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 - 
5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter-Anthony Pappas can be reached on 571-272-7646. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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